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had been partitioned into three now more or less securely established
successor-states which, under their appearance of being new creations
artificially carved out by capricious strokes of Macedonian military
adventurers' swords, revealed themselves on closer inspection to be, like
the Carthaginian Empire, old structures masked, unlike the Carthaginian
Empire, behind new facades. A Ptolemaic Power based on the Lower
Nile Valley was an avatar of the Egypt of Psammetichus I; a Seleu-
cid Power based on the alluvium of the Lower Tigris-Euphrates Valley
(Graece Babylonia, Arabic^ 'Iraq) was an avatar of the Achaemenian
Empire of Cyrus; an Antigonid Power based on the lower valleys of the
Vardar (Axius) and the Struma (Strymon) was an avatar of the Mace-
don of Philip II. The one genuinely new creation among the five
Hellenic Great Powers that were in being at the end of the overture
(cvrrebat 321-266 B.C.) to the post-Alexandrine chapter of Hellenic his-
tory was a commonwealth which the city-state Rome had been building
up in Central Italy between 340 and 290 B.C.1

By 168 B.C. this one new Power was also the only survivor among the
five Powers that had been in the arena in 266 B.C. Of the four Powers
that had enjoyed the advantage of standing on old foundations, Car-
thage, the Seleucid Monarchy, and Macedon had been felled to the
ground by Roman blows in the years 201,190, and 168, while Ptolemaic
Egypt had been reduced to the status of a Roman protectorate when
Roman diplomatic intervention had saved her in 170 B.C. from being
annexed by Rome's defeated Seleucid adversary. This overturn of a
post-Alexandrine Hellenic Balance of Power, and its replacement by an
unchallengeable monopoly of power in the hands of Rome, was not
incomparable, in its abruptness, to the overturn of a Balance of Power
in Sinic history through Ts'in's destruction of her six peers between the
years 230 and 221 B.C.; and an Hellenic violence reminiscent of the
spirit of those Sinic 'contending states* accounts for the striking diver-
gence between a course of Hellenic events in which an international
Balance of Power was thus overturned before the completion of the first
cycle after the overture and a course of Western events in which an
international balance, inaugurated during a similar overture, had run

by the gigantic stature of Great Powers of a higher calibre that had loomed up all around
her. This contrast between the respective fortunes of Carthage and Venice during these
corresponding chapters of their histories is accounted for by two differences in their
experiences. By A.I>. 1559 Venice had long since met her Ottoman fate, whereas Carthage
was not to meet her Roman fate till264B.C.; and by A.J>. 1559 Venice had also felt the
adverse economic effects of the Portuguese conquest of the Indies and the Spanish con-
quest of the Americas, whereas the Macedonian conquest of the Achaemenian Empire
had no similar adverse economic effects on Carthage's monopoly of the African and
Iberian hinterlands of her 'wooden curtain'.

1 The Central Italian Roman Commonwealth that had been brought into being by
290 B.c. was as genuinely new as the Danubian Hapsburg Monarchy that came into
being in A.3X 1526; for, though the Roman Central Italy which in 290 B.c. was an accom-
plished fact had been foreshadowed in an Etruscan imperialism in the seventh and sixth
centuries B.C., these Etruscan attempts to bring the Greek settlements on the coast of
Campania and the Latin settlements in the lower valley of the Tiber under the hegemony
of the Etruscan settlements between the Tiber and the Amo had been as abortive as the
divers ephemeral unions between Hungary, Bohemia, Poland, and the patrimony of the
House of Hapsburg hi South-East Germany which in their successive permutations and
combinations had foreshadowed the establishment, in A.0. 1526, of a Danubian Haps-
burg Monarchy that was to hold together for nearly four hundred years (see II. ii. 178-9).